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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This communication is a Final Office Action rejection on the merits 
responsive to the amendment and arguments filed by applicant on April 18, 2008. 
Claims 5 and 7 have been cancelled and claims 1 and 16 have been amended. 
Claims 1-3, 6 and 8-16 are pending and have been considered below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3, 6 and 8-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mason (US 6,497,361) in view of Swartz et al. (6,102,290). 

Regarding claims 1, 6 and 16, Mason discloses a customer self- 
checkout system for processing article purchases of articles, the system 
comprising: a self-checkout station 12 comprising: 

an input device 38 configured to receive product code input designating an 
article for purchase; 
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a deactivation device 42 configured to produce a deactivation region 
effecting deactivation of a security tag 86 attached to the article for purchase; 
and 

a prompting system 24, 34 configured to present a deactivation prompt to 
direct a user to position the article for purchase within the deactivation region to 
effect the security tag deactivation, wherein the prompting system is configured 
to present the deactivation prompt after the receipt of the product code by the 
input device; 

but fails to explicitly disclose: 

a sensor for sensing the presence of the article within the deactivation 

region; 

a database system coupled to the self-checkout station and comprising 
stored data identifying articles having attached security tags and articles not 
having attached security tags; 

a processor configured to receive product code input from the input device 
and to query the database to determine whether the article designated by said 
received product code input has an attached security tag; and wherein 

the prompting system is configured to present the deactivation prompt 
when the article has an attached security tag and to (i) not present the 
deactivation prompt and (ii) present a prompt to ignore the deactivation 
area, when the article does not have an attached security tag. 
Swartz et al. discloses a self-checkout, point-of-transaction system 
including deactivatable electo-optically coded surveillance tags including: 
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a sensor for sensing the presence of the article within the deactivation 
region (See Figure 9b, via a tag that is read and deactivated in the same region); 

a database system coupled to the self-checkout station and comprising 
stored data identifying articles having attached security tags and articles not 
having attached security tags (See Claim 1, via a database for relating security 
tags to article identifiers); 

a processor configured to receive product code input from the input device 
and to query the database to determine whether the article designated by said 
received product code input has an attached security tag (See Claim 1 , via a 
control process for processing security tag data and item data); and wherein 
the prompting system is configured to present the deactivation prompt 
when the article has an attached security tag (See the Abstract, via 
verification if a security tag needs to be deactivated) and to (i) not present 
the deactivation prompt and (ii) present a prompt to ignore the 
deactivation area, when the article does not have an attached security tag 
(See Figures 9-10, via multiple scenarios of security tag deactivation and 
detection) . 

Mason and Swartz both teach self-checkout systems. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the self-checkout system of Mason to include using a database for 
determining whether or not an item has a security tag and for activating a 
deactivation device as taught by Swartz et al. in order to allow customers to 
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remove security tags of purchased items in a self-checkout system (See col. 3 of 
Swartz et al.). 

Regarding claim 2, in the system of Mason the prompting system is 
configured to present an initial prompt directing a user to enter a product code 
using the input device. 

Regarding claim 3, the system of Mason further comprises: a target 36 
visibly disposed proximate the deactivation region at the checkout station; and 
wherein the deactivation prompt instructs the user to move the article to touch 
the target to effect security tag deactivation. 

Regarding claim 8, the system of Mason further comprises a bagging 
platform 44 and a scale 40 operatively coupled to the prompting system and 
configured to detect weight of bagged articles; and wherein the prompting system 
is configured to present the deactivation prompt when a weight change is 
detected by the bagging scale and the sensor has not sensed presence of the 
article within the deactivation region, but the scale of Mason is arranged to 
detect, the weight of the bagged articles prior to the articles being placed into the 
bag, thus the bagging platform 44 does not comprise the scale 40. However, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have modified the system of Mason so as to place either the scale, 
or else a second scale, under the bagging area 44, in order to confirm that the 
weight of the articles placed into bags would be the same as the weight of the 
articles that were scanned, for security purposes, merely as a matter of design 
choice, since so doing could be done readily and easily by any person of ordinary 
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skill in the art, with neither undue experimentation, nor risk of unexpected 
results. 

Regarding claim 9, in the system of Mason the prompting system is 
configured to present a bagging prompt providing instructions to a user to place 
the article into a bag on the bagging platform 44. 

Regarding claim 10, in the system of Mason the bagging platform further 
comprises a bag holder adapted to hold a bag for receiving articles. 

Regarding claim 11, in the system of Mason the prompting system is 
configured to present a feedback prompt to confirm deactivation of the security 
tag after the sensor senses presence of the article within the deactivation region. 

Regarding claim 12, in the system of Mason the feedback prompt 
comprises a prompt instructing the user to place the article in a bag. 

Regarding claim 13, in the system of Mason the input device comprises a 
device selected from the group consisting of a bar code scanner, a scanner-scale 
module, a touch-screen display, and a keypad. 

Regarding claims 14 and 15, in the system of Mason the deactivation 
prompt comprises an animated/audio prompt provided by an audio device. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 6, and 8-16 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Kawai et al. (6,719,202) teaches a commodity information management 
system. 

Andersen et al. (2002001 1933) teaches a security tag deactivation 
system. 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to STEVEN J. MALONE whose telephone 
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number is (571)270-5107. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- 
Thursday 7:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Matthew Gart can be reached on 571-272-3955. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Matthew S Gart/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 3687 
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